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waiver under the authority of 18 U.S.C. 
208(b)(1).

Example 2: An accountant has just been of-
fered a job with the Comptroller of the Cur-
rency which involves a two-year limited ap-
pointment. Her private employer, a large 
corporation, believes the job will enhance 
her skills and has agreed to give her a two-
year unpaid leave of absence at the end of 
which she has agreed to return to work for 
the corporation. During the two-year period 
she is to be a COC employee, the accountant 
will have an arrangement concerning future 
employment with the corporation that will 
require her disqualification from participa-
tion in any particular matter that will have 
a direct and predictable effect on the cor-
poration’s financial interests.

(b) Offer rejected or not made. The 
agency designee for the purpose of 
§ 2635.502(c) may, in an appropriate 
case, determine that an employee not 
covered by the preceding paragraph 
who has sought but is no longer seek-
ing employment nevertheless shall be 
subject to a period of disqualification 
upon the conclusion of employment ne-
gotiations. Any such determination 
shall be based on a consideration of all 
the relevant factors, including those 
listed in § 2635.502(d), and a determina-
tion that the concern that a reasonable 
person may question the integrity of 
the agency’s decisionmaking process 
outweighs the Government’s interest 
in the employee’s participation in the 
particular matter.

Example 1: An employee of the Securities 
and Exchange Commission was relieved of 
responsibility for an investigation of a 
broker-dealer while seeking employment 
with the law firm representing the broker-
dealer in that matter. The firm did not offer 
her the partnership position she sought. 
Even though she is no longer seeking em-
ployment with the firm, she may continue to 
be disqualified from participating in the in-
vestigation based on a determination by the 
agency designee that the concern that a rea-
sonable person might question whether, in 
view of the history of the employment nego-
tiations, she could act impartially in the 
matter outweighs the Government’s interest 
in her participation.

[57 FR 35042, Aug. 7, 1992, as amended at 62 
FR 48748, Sept. 17, 1997; 64 FR 13064, Mar. 17, 
1999]

Subpart G—Misuse of Position
§ 2635.701 Overview. 

This subpart contains provisions re-
lating to the proper use of official time 
and authority, and of information and 
resources to which an employee has ac-
cess because of his Federal employ-
ment. This subpart sets forth standards 
relating to: 

(a) Use of public office for private 
gain; 

(b) Use of nonpublic information; 
(c) Use of Government property; and 
(d) Use of official time.

§ 2635.702 Use of public office for pri-
vate gain. 

An employee shall not use his public 
office for his own private gain, for the 
endorsement of any product, service or 
enterprise, or for the private gain of 
friends, relatives, or persons with 
whom the employee is affiliated in a 
nongovernmental capacity, including 
nonprofit organizations of which the 
employee is an officer or member, and 
persons with whom the employee has 
or seeks employment or business rela-
tions. The specific prohibitions set 
forth in paragraphs (a) through (d) of 
this section apply this general stand-
ard, but are not intended to be exclu-
sive or to limit the application of this 
section. 

(a) Inducement or coercion of benefits. 
An employee shall not use or permit 
the use of his Government position or 
title or any authority associated with 
his public office in a manner that is in-
tended to coerce or induce another per-
son, including a subordinate, to provide 
any benefit, financial or otherwise, to 
himself or to friends, relatives, or per-
sons with whom the employee is affili-
ated in a nongovernmental capacity.

Example 1: Offering to pursue a relative’s 
consumer complaint over a household appli-
ance, an employee of the Securities and Ex-
change Commission called the general coun-
sel of the manufacturer and, in the course of 
discussing the problem, stated that he 
worked at the SEC and was responsible for 
reviewing the company’s filings. The em-
ployee violated the prohibition against use 
of public office for private gain by invoking 
his official authority in an attempt to influ-
ence action to benefit his relative.
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